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REMARKS 

The applicant has carefully reviewed the application in light of the Office Action dated 
August 5, 2009. Applicant amends Claims 1,9, 12, and 15. The amendments to the claims have 
only been done to expedite the prosecution. 

Interview Summary 

The undersigned representative thanks the Examiner for the courtesy of the telephonic 
interview held on August 28, 2009. Examiner Steven B. Theriault and Michael E. Cox 
participated in the interview discussing the current 103 rejections. The Examiner appeared to 
indicate that the proposed amendments would require further search and consideration by the 
Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner rejects Claims 1, 3-12, 14, and 15 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0189593 issued to Yarvin 
(hereinafter "Yarvin") in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0015537 issued 
to Doerksen et al. (hereinafter "Doerksen"). Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections for 
the comments set forth below. 

Amended independent claim 1 recites, "parsing a markup-language file to generate a 
document object model (DOM) hierarchy, wherein the DOM hierarchy defines attributes of a 
plurality of user interface (UI) elements for rendering a display page through a Web browser." 
In particular, a markup-language file (e.g., an HTML file) is parsed to generate a DOM 
hierarchy. Independent claims 9, 12, and 15 recite similar limitations. For the teaching of a 
DOM hierarchy, the Office Action offers the XML document disclosed in Yarvin. Office 
Action, page 3. Though, Applicant has failed to identify any passage in Yarvin that teaches or 
suggests that the disclosed XML document is generated by parsing another file, much less 
another markup-language file. Yarvin teaches that a presentation document 3 1 is generated by 
populating a source document 33 with a data set 34. Figure 3; page 2, 0024. The source 
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document 33 is unchangeable and was written by a developer, and the presentation document 31 
may be automatically updated in response to updates to the data set 34. Background of the 
Invention; page 3, para. 0026. In other words, the source document 33 is static, and the 
presentation document 3 1 is periodically updated. Yarvin fails to teach or suggest that either the 
source document 33 or the presentation document 31 are generated by parsing another file, much 
less parsing another markup-language file. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of independent claims 1, 9, 12, and 15 and their respective 
dependents. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant has now made an earnest attempt to place this case in condition for allowance. 
For the foregoing reasons, and for other reasons clearly apparent, Applicant respectfully requests 
full allowance of all Claims. 

If the present application is not allowed and/or if one or more of the rejections is 
maintained, Applicant hereby requests a telephone conference with the Examiner and further 
requests that the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney to schedule the telephone 
conference. 

No fees are believed to be due. However, please apply any deficiencies or any other 
required fees or any credits to deposit account 06-1050, referencing the attorney docket number 
shown above. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: November 5. 2009 /Michael E. Cox/ 

Michael E. Cox 
Reg. No. 47,505 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1717 Main Street 
Suite 5000 
Dallas, TX 75201 
Telephone: (214) 747-5070 
Facsimile: (877) 769-7945 



